June 29, 1985 
P. 0. Box 34071 
Bethesda, Maryland 20817 



Mr. Harold Weisberg 
7027 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, Maryland 21701 

Dear Harold: 

Forgive me for being so dilatory about answering your most recent letter. 
Since settling into this temporary furnished efficiency I took on returning 
from the West I have immersed myself to the exclusion of almost everything else 
in writing Galindez notes, for the simple reason that I am sick of having to 
see stacks and stacks of unprocessed raw materials around. 

In case I’ve never described my method, I am putting together the massive 
amount of material I have collected as a splitter rather than as a lumper. 

The notes are either about a person (e.g., Galindez himself) or a topic (e.g., 
the Dominican consulate general in New York) and are chronologic. I gather 
what information 1 have about that person or topic from all sources (e.g., 

FBI, State, CIA, NYPD, newspapers, books, private collections of papers) and 
then write a main chronologic entry if the information for that entry seems 
three-quarters to wholly probable. If I need to note and discuss variants in 
that information or to record minor details that are not crucial to the main 
entry, I do so in a footnote, and if a footnote is so long that it impedes the 
flow of the chronology, I put the information in an appendix. The main entry 
information is in the historic present tense to give myself a sense of the 
immediacy of the situation; the rest is in the past tense. A hypothetical example 

Monday, March 12, 1956 

GALINDEZ sighs. 3 (JG427.2-3, Spencer/NY 081357, J224; CT D815.4, Charles 
021457, S554; NYT 060662 34) 



3 Horacio HERNANDEZ thought it was more a hiccup. (Hernandez 022757 (JG771.4, 
Thoraas/PH 031657, J448)) 

As you see, the sources follow the information immediately and are noted 
according to a set format I have evolved. The first one above, for instance, 
is in the format for information from FBI materials: the "JG" indicates the 

Galindez file (digraphs in lieu of the FBI's more cumbersome two-element numbers), 
the "427" shows the serial, the ".2-3" the pages within the serial, "Spencer/NY" 
the reporting agent and his field office, the "081357" the date of the agent's 
report, and the "J224" the page number in my collection. The obvious redundancies 



are failsafes because of the inevitable occasional typos in recording tens of 
thousands of numbers; if I cannot find the original information on page J224 
because it was really on page J324, I can always go to JG427 or look for Spencer/NY 
031357. 

The notes vary in length from a couple of paragraphs to five hundred pages 
or so, and the long short to medium- length notes I have been writing recently 
have ranged from twenty to sixty pages. Since all of them follow the same 
chronologic presentation and will eventually be word-processed if they are not 
already, I should in a few months be able to use word processing to merge relevant 
portions of the individual notes into what I will probably call my First Preliminary 
General Chronology of the Oalindez Case. That should yield a far clearer picture 
of the case than anyone has ever had so far, and then I'll throw a party to 
celebrate having taken that major step. 

One of the noted I recently finished is about Stanley Ross, whom you mentioned 
in one of your letters. By all accounts, he was a really scurvy character. 

If you have information about him beyond the spare reference you made, I would 
certainly welcome it. 

My chief recent venture in the damnable FOIA area has been "oral Vaughning" — 
which I'm sure you know about from discussions with Jim Lesar — with the CIA. 

It all sprang from their April victory in Sims , and I fear they will use the 
technique to great effect, at least in what they are able to tell Congress. I 
backed off quickly (and may be the only requester to have done so), as described 
in the enclosed interview note. 

Jim mentioned in a recent phone conversation, that that American Historial 
Association and other historians' groups have come up with a bill to force all 
agencies, presumably including the intractable CIA, to turn over their records 
to the National Archives after twenty years. Or something like that: he didn't 

have all the details and since we had several things to talk about we did not 
dwell on the matter long. No such bill could get through now, of course, but 
perhaps the groundwork has to be laid years beforehand. 



Best regards. 




Alan L. Fitzgibbon 



